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Constitutional provisions as to equality and uniformity of taxation are mandatory and constitute a limitation on the 
legislative power to tax, so that statutes relating to taxation must comply therewith, and a tax law which violates the 
prescribed rule of equality and uniformity is invalid. 


Constitutional provisions as to equality and uniformity of taxation are mandatory! and their requirements cannot be frittered 
away by judicial construction.” Such provisions constitute a limitation on the legislative power to tax,° so that statutes relating 


to taxation must comply therewith,“ and a tax law which violates the prescribed rule of equality and uniformity is invalid. 
Constitutional guarantees of equal and uniform taxation do not purport or undertake to deal with the method or manner of 


accomplishing such constitutional mandates but are fully satisfied when equality and uniformity have been attained. 


The requirement as to equality and uniformity does not apply to every species of taxation” and does not restrict the legislature 
to the levying of taxes on property alone. While constitutional provisions requiring equality and uniformity apply to the levy? 
or method of imposition? of a tax, it is not necessary that taxes on all classes of property be imposed under exactly the same 
proceedings. 11 The end result—a uniform and equal rate of assessment—is required by the property tax assessment scheme but 


there is no requirement of uniform procedures to arrive at that rate. 1g 
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In levying a tax, a state need not cover the whole field of possible taxation. a Allowing a credit against the payment of a tax for 
4 


taxes paid to some other governmental authority does not violate the constitutional provision requiring uniformity of taxation. l 
There is a presumption that tax statutes are intended to operate uniformly and equally, ' and such statutes will be liberally 
construed in order to accomplish fair and equal taxation of all property within the state. '© The mere fact that a tax is uniform 
does not necessarily render it valid. 17 A valuation contrary to the principles of state constitutional provisions requiring a uniform 


and equal rate of assessment and taxation is an illegal or void valuation. 8 


Increased burden caused by exemptions. 


Where property is exempted from taxation, the increased burden thereby cast on property not exempt must be borne ratably 


and without discrimination. 13 


Misconduct of taxing officers and defects in execution of tax law. 


A law properly framed cannot be declared invalid because injustice or inequality results from the error or misconduct of the 
officers charged with its administration.” However, the constitutional principle of uniformity of taxation may be infringed by 


the method of administration of a tax statute, even though the statute is fair on its face.?! Taxing authorities are not justified 
in withdrawing any property from the protection of the constitutional uniformity provision, and it is their duty to observe and 


comply with such provision.” 


Challenge. 


Taxation must be uniform and tax laws must be uniformly applied.7° Under state constitutional provisions requiring uniformity 
and equality in property assessment and taxation, the state's tax system must assure that individual taxpayers have a 
reasonable opportunity to challenge whether the system prescribed by statute and regulations is properly applied to individual 


assessments.” However, such provisions do not create a personal, substantive right of uniformity and equality.”> The burden of 
proof is on the taxpayer to show that an assessment is manifestly excessive, clearly erroneous, or confiscatory, and an assessment 


will be reversed under state uniformity requirements only in the most exceptional cases.” Ona challenge to a real property tax 
assessment for lack of uniformity, it is not enough to show that the assessment is excessive as compared with the assessment of 


other property.” 4 Rather, it must plainly appear that the assessment is out of line with methods of valuation adopted in the taxing 


district as a whole.” Any doubts as to the constitutionality of a tax statute are to be resolved in favor of upholding the statute. ?? 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Uniform operation of laws relating to taxation does not necessarily require uniform consequences under uniform laws provision 
of state constitution. Const. Art. 1, § 6. LSCP, LLLP v. Kay-Decker, 861 N.W.2d 846 (Iowa 2015). 


[END OF SUPPLEMENT] 
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